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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the request for continued examination dated 9 March 2009. 
Claims 1, 18, 34 and 51 have been amended. Claims 69-71 have been added. Claims 
7, 10, 11, 24, 26, 27, 30-32, 43, 44, 61 and 68 have been canceled. Claims 1-6, 8, 9, 
12-23, 25, 28, 29, 33-42, 45-60, 62-67 and 69-71 are pending and have been 
considered below. 

To expedite prosecution, the applicant should consider MPEP paragraph 714.12: 

"Many of the difficulties encountered in the prosecution of patent applications after final 
rejection may be alleviated if each applicant includes, at the time of filing or no later than 
the first reply, claims varying from the broadest to which he or she believes he or she is 
entitled to the most detailed that he or she is willing to accept." 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 9 March 
2009 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 8, 9, 12-23, 25, 28, 29, 33-42, 
45-60, 62-67 and 69-71 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 
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Double Patenting 

3. A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its 
support in the language of 35 U.S.C. 101 which states that "whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor ..." (Emphasis 
added). Thus, the term "same invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to 
identical subject matter. See Miller v. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re 
Ockert, 245 F.2d 467, 114 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1957); and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 

A statutory type (35 U.S.C. 101) double patenting rejection can be overcome by 
canceling or amending the conflicting claims so they are no longer coextensive in 
scope. The filing of a terminal disclaimer cannot overcome a double patenting rejection 
based upon 35 U.S.C. 101. 

4. Claim 60 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 51 . When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this ora foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-6, 8, 9, 13-23, 28, 29, 33-39, 42, 46-56, 59, 60 and 63-67 are rejected 



under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Flutsch et al. (US 2001/0034771 A1). 
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Claim 1 : Hutsch discloses an interactive tool that can configure a portal, comprising: 

a. a first user interface operable to define and/or manage the portal (paragraph 
0156); 

b. a second user interface operable to define and/or manage entitlements for at 
least one portal resource (paragraphs 0156, 0324); and 

c. a content management user interface operable to define and/or manage content 
in a virtual content repository (VCR), wherein the VCR is a hierarchical 
representation of a plurality of individual content repositories such that the 
plurality of individual content repositories appear and behave as a single content 
repository (paragraphs 0024, 0025, 0109, 0110), 

d. wherein the portal operates to include a desktop and associated desktop 
resource that includes at least one of the following portal resources: a book, a 
page, a portlet, a shell, a look and feel, and a layout (paragraph 0095); 

e. wherein the entitlement is based on a user role, and wherein the interactive tool 
runs on at least one processor (paragraph 0324). 

Claim 18: Hutsch discloses an interactive tool that can configure a portal, comprising: 

a. a first user interface operable to define and/or manage the portal (paragraph 
0156); 

b. a second user interface operable to define and/or manage entitlements for at 
least one portal resource (paragraphs 0156, 0324); and 
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c. a content management user interface operable to define and/or manage content 
in a virtual content repository (VCR), wherein the VCR is a hierarchical 
representation of a plurality of individual content repositories such that the 
plurality of individual content repositories appear and behave as a single content 
repository (paragraphs 0024, 0025, 0109, 0110), 

d. wherein the portal operates to include a desktop and associated desktop 
resource that includes at least one of the following portal resources: book, a 
page, a portlet, a shell, a look and feel, and a layout (paragraph 0095); and 

e. wherein an entitlement determines what capabilities are available to a portal 
visitor for the at least one resources (paragraph 0024); 

f. wherein the entitlement is based on user role, and wherein the interactive tool 
runs on at least one processor (paragraph 0324). 

Claim 2: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1, and Hutsch further discloses 
at least one user interface operable to define and/or manage one of: a desktop, a book, 
a page, a portlet, a shell, a theme, a menu, a look and feel, and a layout (paragraphs 
0031, 0095, 0100). 



Claim 3: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses a 
desktop can be defined based on a template (paragraphs 0031 , 0095, 0100). 
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Claim 4: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses a 
desktop is a user-specific view of a portal (paragraphs 0094, 0095 and 0100). 

Claim 6: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses the 
portal can be depicted graphically as a hierarchy of the at least one portal resources 
(paragraphs 0093, 0109, 0110, 0156). 

7. (Cancel) 

Claim 8: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses the 
first user interface includes a hierarchy browser (paragraphs 0093, 0109, 01 10, 0156, 
figure 2D). 

Claim 9: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses an 
entitlement determines what capabilities are available to a portal visitor for the at least 
one resources (paragraph 0324). 

10. (Cancel) 



1 1 . (Cancel) 
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Claim 13: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses a 
portlet can dynamically present content (paragraph 0093). 

Claim 14: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1, and Hutsch further discloses a 
fourth user interface operable to define and/or manage personalization of the portal 
(paragraphs 0093, 0230). 

Claim 15: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 14 and Hutsch further discloses 
the fourth user interface is operable to define and/or manage a content placeholder 
(paragraphs 0031 , 0093, 0230, 0248). 

Claim 16: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 14 Hutsch discloses the fourth 
user interface is operable to define and/or manage a content selector (paragraphs 0094, 
0100 ). 



Claim 17: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses a 
fifth user interface operable to define and/or manage delegated administration 
(paragraphs 0156, 0310, 0316). 

Claim 70: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses 
the content management user interface is associated with a content model that 
represents a combined content of all repositories as a hierarchical namespace of nodes 
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and each content repository implements content management operations on the content 
model differently for the particular content repository (paragraphs 0024, 0025, 0109, 
0110, 0135). 



Claim 71 : Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 and Hutsch further discloses 
the content management user interface is associated with one or more content caches 
that are used to buffer search results and recently accessed content repositories 
(paragraph 0327). 

Claims 19-21, 23, 25, 28, 29 and 33: Claims 19-23, 25, 28, 29 and 33 reflect the same 
limitations dependent from similar independent claim 1 8 of claims 2-6, 8, 1 3 and 1 7, 
respectively, and are rejected along that same rationale. 

Claims 34-7, 39, 41 , 42, 46-50: Claims 34-39, 41 , 42, 46-50 reflect the steps of a 
method to be performed by the interactive tool of claims 1-6, 8, 9 and 13-17, 
respectively, and are rejected along that same rationale. 

Claims 51-54, 56, 58, 59, 60 and 63-67: Claims 51-56, 58, 59, 60 and 63-67 reflect a 
machine readable medium having instructions stored thereon that when executed by a 
processor cause a system to execute the interactive tool of claims 1-6, 8, 9 and 13-17, 
respectively, and are rejected along that same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 5, 22, 38 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hutsch et al. (US 2001/0034771 A1) in view of Anuff et al. (US 
2003/0056026 A1). 

Claim 5: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 , but does not disclose a third 
user interface operable to define and/or manage a desktop; and wherein the third user 
interface can render a preview of the desktop. However, Anuff discloses a user 
interface used to provide a preview of a portal or website (paragraph 0107). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to add a third user interface operable to define and/or manage a desktop; and 
wherein the third user interface can render a preview of the desktop to Hutsch. One 
could have been motivated to add a third user interface operable to define and/or 
manage a desktop; and wherein the third user interface can render a preview of the 
desktop to Hutsch in order to “control accessibility to the site,” as disclosed in Anuff 
(paragraph 0107). 

Claim 22: Claim 22 reflects the same limitation dependent from similar independent 
claim 18 of claim 5 and is rejected along that same rationale. 

Claim 38: Claim 38 reflects the steps of a method to be performed by the interactive tool 
of claim 5, respectively, and is rejected along that same rationale. 

Claim 55: Claim 55 reflects a machine readable medium having instructions stored 
thereon that when executed by a processor cause a system to execute the interactive 
tool of claim 5, and is rejected along that same rationale. 

1 0. Claims 1 2, 28, 45 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hutsch et al. (US 2001/0034771 A1) in view of (Hoffman et al. US 
2003/0069766 A1). 
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Claim 12: Hutsch discloses the interactive tool of claim 1 but does not disclose the 
content management user interface allows a user to modify the VCR by dragging and 
dropping graphical objects representing VCR nodes. However, Hoffman discloses a 
hierarchy management feature wherein a node in a hierarchy can be dragged and 
dropped to another node in the hierarchy (paragraphs 1032, 1038). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
add the content management user interface allows a user to modify the VCR by 
dragging and dropping graphical objects representing VCR nodes to Hutsch. One could 
have been motivated to add the content management user interface allows a user to 
modify the VCR by dragging and dropping graphical objects representing VCR nodes to 
Hutsch because this feature, in addition to other features, is required to manage 
authorization and access with hierarchies (paragraph 1025). 

Claim 28: Claim 28 reflects the same limitation dependent from similar independent 
claim 18 of claim 12 and is rejected along that same rationale. 

Claim 45: Claim 45 reflects the steps of a method to be performed by the interactive tool 
of claim 12, respectively, and is rejected along that same rationale. 

Claim 62: Claim 62 reflects a machine readable medium having instructions stored 
thereon that when executed by a processor cause a system to execute the interactive 
tool of claim 12, and is rejected along that same rationale. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN M. HEFFINGTON whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1696. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:00 - 5:30 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JMH 

5/6/09 

/Steven B Theriault/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2179 




